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i t wi y i nyiT 

!i;^aUiTTrl procedures ^scr£bOlI -la7Bal«oa:;3SlM :iC4t&icbft2) 
jMisic 'thrust io£ Jthese ^ h ang e s^As Jtsft..jiiJa>driiy JErnt:!^ 

.security committees XPSC'*s^ *£be'*|)0wer3^ reconmena ijliTTrl 
detention under certain VlrcumstsncesT ln^ changes aay well 
:: reflect €VN recognition _ofji:he']aeslr®Mlity^f::havlog ^ilt :_z: 



~^^r -Innocence 4detemined hy-the segalar-«ourts,-H^«ther-thaB 

by the FSC's, snd of svolding SOTSppearance of double Jeopardy. 

These reforms are another welcome step in the right direction 
but fall short of effectively dealing with the underlying 
problems (Saigon's cable orossed with our earlier An Tri cable - 
State's 220744) . It is tooT ^rly to Imow bow^heiPSC^s will ' ' 



respond to the new procedures, but I would not be surprised 
if they became even more hesitant to refer -detainees to the 
regular courts — thus frustrating the apparent Intent behind 
the new procedures. This demonstrates the need for a comprehensive 
rather than piecemeal approach to reform.^—— ^ ^ 



Attachment; 

\ 

Saigon 19140 



CC: EA/VN - Mr. Hydle 

Amembassy Saigon - Mr. Askew 

L/EA/RIStarr;OTJohnson/cbf 
12/13/71 X23039 






— — kfC^m 
REVIEft-ET BY DATE ^ 'V^ 'S> 



...Jiiisaor -XDBGsrr.. datb— 

TS AUTH. ■ 



REASON! S) 

ENDORSE EXISTING MARKINGS □' 
DECLASSIFIEDO RELEASABLEa 
BELEASE DENIEDD 
PA or FOI EXEMPTIONS 







CGSFIDENTXAL 





FM AT^EfipASSY SAIGON 
TO SECSTaTE NASHOC 2917 



^ 4) E Ji a. SUCQN,4J8Ll»g , 

“'•'SUBJECT* 'SN TRI -REFORNS 









GEFt lAj state i9B2F9i IB) SAIGON iSflBi |C) t^lOON 172A«I 
ID) SAtGON A-2I3 r 

!• 6VN IN NE^-O 2686/BNV/ANCT/I/R/h IS WV 7)l HAS HITHDRAHN 
FROk province security committees fPSCS) THE POWER TO RECOMMEnD 
AN TRI ''ETENTION against I 

A. COmhUNITST offenders whose COURT-IMPOSED SENTENCE HAS 
expired. - 

8. VCI SUSPECTS WHO ARE REFERRED »Y PSCS Tp THE COURTS 
BUT ape Released prior to trial due to lack of sufficient . 

^EVIDENCE* V-. ^ 

C. vet SUSPECTS WHO ARE REFERRED^ BY^PScsl^ircbURf FO^ 

AND are acquitted. 

2. THE f O bject memo does not afrect the sscs* Rower to 

RECIV'HEVO extension OF aN TRI DETFNTION PROvIdED THAT -NEW 

factors** are specified as the basis for the recommendation. 
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